III. REMARKS 

1. Claims 18 and 20 are proposed to be amended. 

2. The Examiner has rejected claims 16 and 20 under 35 U.S.C. §112, second 
paragraph. Applicant respectfully notes that the objected to language does not 
appear in claim 16, but rather in claim 18. Claim 16 should therefore be 
allowable. 

Claim 18 recites requiring extra secure communication services. The term "extra 
secure communication" is well defined and supported by the specification. See 
for example, page 4, line 27, et. seq. See also FIGS. 2 and 3, and the 
descriptions related thereto. The descriptions indicate the differences between 
normal communications and the extra secure communications. Thus, the term 
will be well understood when viewed in the context of the specification. Applicant 
may use their own terminology when it can be understood. MPEP §608. 01(g). 
The meaning of every term must be apparent from the specification. MPEP 
§608.01(0). Thus, given the breadth with which the term is defined in the 
specification, it should not be deemed indefinite. The rejection of claims 18 and 
20 should be overcome. 

Claim 20 is amended to depend from allowed claim 6. Claim 20 should now also 
be allowable. 
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The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge payment of a two-month extension of 
time along with any other fees associated with this communication or credit any over 
payment to Deposit Account No. 16-1350. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Reg. No. 44,004 

Perman & Green, LLP 
425 Post Road 
Fairfield, CT 06824 
(203) 259-1800 
Customer No.: 2512 



CERTIFICATE OF ELECTRONIC FILING 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being transmitted electronically on the date 
indicated below and addressed to Mail Stop AF, Commissioner of Patents, P.O. Box 1450, 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. 





Date 





Person Making Deposit 



11 



